
CWONWEALTH OF KENTUCKY 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMNISSION 

In the Matter of: 

THE PETITION OF THE HARDIN COUNTY WATER 
DISTRICT NO. 1 FOR A CERTIFICATE OF 
CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY) APPROVAL OF 
FINANCINQ OF THE CONSTRUCTION AND THE 
ISSUANCE OF BONDS8 AND TAE APPROVAL OF 
RATES TO BE CHARQED ITS RETAIL AND 
WHOLESALE CUSTOMERS 

O R D E R  

CASE NO. 
90-019 

On March 14, 1991, the Ratepayerr of Hardin County Water 

District No. 1 (atRatepayerrat), by counrel, filed an application 

requesting the Comiarion grant rehearing purruant to KRS 278.400 

on its Order entered February 21, 1991. The arear upon which 

rehearing is nought are identified in the application an: 

The adjustment. which were made to the teat year 
ending December 31, 1989 am to Hardin County Water 
District #la@ revenues and expenrer. 

The failure to allot any of the pro omed rovonue 
increase 
Hardin County Water Dirtrict 12. 

required by Hardin County Water D ! rtrict #I to 

Public Service Commlrmion in determ f ning HCWD #lpr 
The validity of the consumption fi urea umed by the 

customer urage rate which determined the rate8 needed to 
generate income to fund the propored exponror and debt 
service of the project. 

Responses to the application for rehearing w e n  filod by tho 
utility, Hardin County Water District No. 1 on March 20, 1991, and 

by an intervenor, Hardin County Water Dirtrict Iyo. 2 on March 25, 

1991. 



KRS 178.400 provider that "any party to the proc8edinga may, 
within twenty (20) day8 after th8 rervice of the order upon him, 

apply for a hearing with respect to any of the matterr d8t~rmined. 

The application rhall rpecify the matterr on which a rehearing is 
@Ought e ' '  The ntatute turther provider that upon rehearing any 

party may offer additional evidenc8 "that could not with 

r8a8On@ble diligence have been offered on the former herring.ta 

The irruer for which rehearing ir Bought were thoroughly addrerred 
at thm hearing and in the Commisri~n~s Order. The RatepAyOrS were 

reprerented by counsel during the hearing on thir petition and 

adequate opportunity war afforded to all parties to que8tion, 

tent, and refute the evidence prerented in support of the 

application, 

After consideration of the application for rehearing, the 

record in thir proceeding and being otherwise rufticiently 

advired, the Commlrrion rind. that the Ratepayerr have presented 

no addltlonal evidence that could not with rearonable diligence 

have been offered in the prior proceeding and, therefore, the 

requamted rehearing rhould be denied. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that the request of Ratepayers for 

reconsideration of the Commis~ion~r Order dated February 21, 1991 

in this proceeding be and it hereby io denled. 
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Done at Frankfort, KOntuoky, thin 27th dry Of hwh, 1991, 

PUBLIC B0RVICB COHHIOOION 

I 

ATTEST i 

Exccutive Director 


